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DETAILED ACTION 
Restart Time Period 

In response to applicant's telephone inquiry of 2/20/08 regarding the last Office 
action, the following corrective action is taken. 

The period for reply of 3 MONTHS set in said Office Action is restarted to begin 
with the mailing date of this letter. 

A corrected copy indicating a Non-Final status of the last Office Action is 
enclosed. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 9/18/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument for claim 2 that Tonkin teaches that user 
settings left empty or only generally selected are preferable and therefore not 
"impermissible", examiner disagrees. Firstly, Tonkin does not teach that all generally 
selected settings are preferable, only that, in the case of document bindings, it is 
"generally" preferable. Hence this argument would not even extend to all other features 
that could be generally selected through the teachings of Tonkin as document bindings 
are only used as an example. Secondly, even if all generally selected settings were 
"preferable" that would not preclude them from being impermissible to send straight to a 
printer (as a standard printer would either produce an error or an unknown result if an 
un-specific setting were submitted). In making the current argument, applicant ignores 
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the purpose of the server in Tonkin as well as in the invention of the claim in dispute. In 
both Tonkin and the present claim, the server serves as a means to determine 
impermissibility of settings that were submitted from the client. Simply because settings 
were preferable in the client does not disqualify them from being impermissible in the 
server. In other words, common sense would dictate that the most "preferable" settings 
to a generic user would be a generic setting (for example, a yes or no setting for 
document binding), so that the user would not have to be educated on how all specific 
settings work or do not work with each other. This would not mean that a "yes" for 
document binding is permissible to send straight to a printer simply because it is 
preferable in the client. 

Regarding applicant's argument that Tonkin does not teach changing settings 
that were set by a user, Examiner disagrees. Tonkin clearly teaches the concept of a 
user generally selecting a setting so that the server can determine which specific setting 
is proper. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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1 ) Claims 2, 4-9 and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. patent 6,134,568 by Tonkin. 

2) Regarding claim 2, Tonkin teaches a printing system (Figure 1) having at least 
one printer, comprising: a document supervisory client (Figure 1 , item 31 or 32) 
configures to generate print condition settings (Figures 5A-5F; Column 7, line 1 1 - 
Column 8, line 53); and a document supervisory server (Figure 1, item 60) configured to 
control printing based upon a printing request from the document supervisory client in 
accordance with the print condition settings (Column 13, lines 1-24; Column 13, line 52- 
Column 14, line 23); wherein said document supervisory client makes a query to the 
document supervisory server via a network if the print condition settings are permissible 
in a printer (Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, line 43), said document supervisory server 
returns advisability of the print condition settings to the document supervisory client 
(Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, line 43), wherein said document supervisory server 
changes a combination of the print condition settings (Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, 
line 22) and sends a permissible combination including one set of changed print 
condition settings to the document supervisory client when determining the print 
condition settings are impermissible (Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, line 43), and 
wherein said document supervisory client generates a user interface based on the one 
set of changed print condition settings (Figures 8A-9), and the combination of the print 
condition settings changed by said document supervisory server is a combination of a 
print condition settings that were set by a user of the printing system (Column 9, lines 
24-37). 
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3) Regarding claim 4, Tonkin teaches a printing system, comprising: a first 
computer including a document supervisory client configured to generate print condition 
settings (Figures 5A-5F; Column 7, line 11 - Column 8, line 53); and a second computer 
including a document supervisory server configured to perform printing base upon a 
printing request from the document supervisory client in accordance with the print 
condition settings (Column 13, lines 1-24; Column 13, line 52- Column 14, line 23); at 
least one printer connected to a network (Figure 1); wherein said document supervisory 
client makes a query to the document supervisory server via a network if the print 
condition settings are permissible in a printer (Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, line 43), 
said document supervisory server returns advisability of the print condition settings to 
the document supervisory client (Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, line 43), wherein said 
document supervisory server changes a combination of the print condition settings 
(Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, line 22) and sends a permissible combination including 
one set of changed print condition settings to the document supervisory client when 
determining the print condition settings are impermissible (Column 9, line 24 - Column 
10, line 43), and wherein said document supervisory client generates a user interface 
based on the one set of changed print condition settings (Figures 8A-9), and the 
combination of the print condition settings changed by said document supervisory 
server is a combination of a print condition settings that were set by a user of the 
printing system (Column 9, lines 24-37). 

4) Regarding claim 5, Tonkin teaches the printing system according to claim 2, 
wherein said document supervisory server sends initial setting values with applicable 
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character strings and graphs each representing print condition settings to the document 
supervisory client, and said document supervisory client generates a user interface 
configured to allow print condition settings based upon the setting values, character 
strings, and graphs (Column 13, lines 1-24; Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, line 43). 

5) Regarding claim 6, Tonkin teaches the printing system according to claim 5, 
wherein, said document supervisory server changes a combination of the print condition 
settings and sends a permissible combination including one set of changed print 
condition settings to the document supervisory client when determining the print 
condition settings are an impermissible combination (Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, 
line 43). 

6) Regarding claim 7, Tonkin teaches the printing system according to claim 4, 
wherein said document supervisory server sends initial setting values with applicable 
character strings and graphs each representing print condition settings to the document 
supervisory client, and said document supervisory client generates a user interface 
configured to allow print condition settings based upon the setting values, character 
strings, and graphs (Column 13, lines 1-24; Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, line 43). 

7) Regarding claim 8, Tonkin teaches the printing system according to claim 7, 
wherein, said document supervisory server changes a combination of the print condition 
settings and sends a permissible combination including one set of changed print 
condition settings to the document supervisory client when determining the print 
condition settings are an impermissible combination (Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, 
line 43). 
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8) Regarding claim 9, Tonkin teaches the printing system according to any one of 
claims 4 to 8, wherein, said document supervisory client is configured to send an ID 
which uniquely identifies a document stored in a database in a document supervisory 
server (Column 6, line 51 - Column 7, line 27; Column 13, lines 26-64), and said 
document supervisory server obtains an applicable document corresponding to the ID 
and executes printing the applicable document in accordance with the print condition 
settings (Column 13, line 26 - Column 14, line 23). 

9) Claim 1 1 is rejected in the same manner as claim 2. 

1 0) Claim 1 2 is rejected in the same manner as claim 5. 

1 1 ) Claim 1 3 is rejected in the same manner as claim 9. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BENJAMIN O. DULANEY whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2874. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (10am - 
6pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on (571)272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/051,278 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2625 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



//David Moore// 
SPE AU 2625 



